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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-19-6862 
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SOUTHWESTERN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY'S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO EAST TEXAS ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. AND NORTHEAST TEXAS  

ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.'S FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION  

Question No. 1-4: 

Please provide revised computer file copies of Exhibit JOA-1 and JOA-2 for the following 
scenarios: 

a) The Arkansas Public Service Commission ("APSC") does not approve SWEPCO's 
certification application, 

b) The Louisiana Public Service Commission ("LPCS") does not approve SWEPCO's 
certification application, 

c) The Oklahoma Corporation Commission ("OCC") does not approve PSO's rate recovery 
appl ication, 

d) Both the APSC and OCC do not approve the respective applications, 

e) Both the LPSC and OCC do not approve the respective applications, and 

0 Both the APSC and LPSC do not approve SWEPCO's certification applications. 

Response No. 1-4: 

Revised copies of Exhibit JOA-1 and JOA-2 associated with these scenarios have not been 
prepared. 

See Company witness Brice's testimony. The scalability discussion describes what is being 
requested in all three SWEPCO states. SWEPCO's states have been offered the chance to 
approve a non-approving state's share (i.e. to "flex up"). The flex up options would include 
constructing enough capacity so that the FERC jurisdictional custorners could receive the same 
9.6% of the total approved by SWEPCO as if all three states approve. If the two approving states 
do flex up and approve the full non approving state's and FERC's share, then all 1,485 MW of 
the three facilities will be built and the net benefits to customers shown in the direct testimony 
would not be impacted. 

a), b), & c) If the two approving SWEPCO states don't flex-up for the entire non-approving 
state's share, then less than 1,485 MW will be built. In accordance with the 
Buyer Flex Down Right in the confidential PSAs with the Sellers, all three 
facilities can be scaled down to a minimum number of megawatts without 
changing the price per MW. Those minimum megawatts are 810 MW for 
Traverse, 240 MW for Maverick, and 170 MW for Sundance. The Companies 
have the option to designate any number of MWs frorn any of the three projects 
and reduce down to these minimum levels (e.g. not a pro-rata reduction at each 
site), provided that a minimum of 810 MW from Traverse must be included. 
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See ETEC 1-4 Attachment 1 for a calculation of the amount of capacity AEP 
would expect to build from each facility given scenarios in the a, b, and c. 

d) & e) The minimum capacity that can be built at the same price per MW per the PSA's 
with the sellers is 810 MW from the Traverse facility. None of the facilities 
would be built in these scenarios unless the two approving SWEPCO states 
elect to flex up and approve 810 MW between them. 

0 With approval in Texas and Oklahoma 983 MW vvould be acquired. 309 MW of 
that for Texas. This scenario would result in the acquisition of the Traverse 
facility only. 

Supplemental Response No. 1-4: 

a), b), & c) If the two approving SWEPCO states don't flex-up for the entire non-approving 
state's share, then less than 1,485 MW will be built. In accordance with the 
Buyer Flex Down Right in the confidential PSAs with the Sellers, all three 
facilities can be scaled down to a minimum number of megawatts without 
changing the price per MW. Those minimum megawatts are 810 MW for 
Traverse, 240 MW (option to further flex down to 207 MW if only Texas and 
Oklahoma approve) for Maverick, and 170 MW for Sundance. The Companies 
have the option to designate any number of MWs from any of the three projects 
and reduce down to these minimum levels per section 3.18 of each PSA (e.g., 
not a pro-rata reduction at each site). In its application, SWEPCO is proposing 
a minimum acquisition of 810MW, which is the contractual minimum of the 
Traverse facility. Please refer to the errata direct testimony of Company witness 
Brice, page 23, lines 12 through page 24, line 4. 

See ETEC 1-4 Attachment l(provided electronically on the PUC Interchange 
on September 3, 2019) for a calculation of the amount of capacity AEP would 
expect to build from each facility given scenarios in the a, b, and c. 

0 Please see the errata direct testimony of Company witness Brice at page 23, 
lines 22 through 29. 
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